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Applicants: 



David E. Petersen, et al 



Examiner: 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

COMMENTS ON STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

The applicants appreciate the allowance of the subject application but feel 
compelled to comment on the Examinees statement of reasons for allowance 
contained in the Notice of Allowability. 

MPEP 1302.14 provides that the statement of reasons for allowance "is 
not intended to necessarily state all the reasons for allowance or all the details 
why claims are allowed and should not be written to specifically or impliedly state 
that all the reasons for allowance are set forth." Applicant respectfully disagrees 
with the Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance because his statement 
may have unintentionally introduced some ambiguity into what was otherwise a 
concise and thorough examination of the claims of this patent application. Under 
the press of time, the Examiner appears to have formulated his statement into 
one long sentence that ties together many limitations of the various independent 
claims without providing a distinct differentiation between those claims. Thus, 
the Examiner's statement may mistakenly be construed as indicating that all of 
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the listed limitations are necessary for the allowance of any one claim. The 
statement might give the impression that each of the limitations and operational 
relationships present in the statement are present in all of the claims, and this is 
just not so. 

By way of example and without attempting to reiterate each of the 
patentability aspects that may have been discussed throughout the examination 
of this case, the applicants note that independent claim 3 includes the "logic 
device" mentioned in the Examiner's statement, but independent claim 10 does 
not. Furthermore, claim 10 includes the "mechanism defining a load path" 
mentioned in the Examiner's statement, but claim 3 does not. 

The applicants do not disagree that the stated reasons for allowance are 
adequate for the allowance of a claim. However, the applicants respectfully 
submit that any ambiguity in the prosecution history that could arguably result 
from the statement of reasons for allowance should not be interpreted against the 
applicants, since the express language of each of the claims resulting from the 
thorough and rigorous examination of the application should supersede and 
control over any paraphrasing or exemplary language used as part of the 
statement of reasons for allowance. 

The applicants understand that the Examiner may review and respond to 
the comments set forth herein at his discretion. 
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Suite 2500 
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